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comments as a result of the public no-
tice normally should not extend be-
yond the stated comment period; how-
ever, at his discretion, the district en-
gineer may provide an extension. 

(e) Notices sent to several agencies 
within the same state may result in 
conflicting comments from those agen-
cies. Many states have designated a 
state agency or individual to provide a 
single and coordinated state position 
regarding Federal activities. Where a 
state has not so designated a single 
source, the district engineer, as appro-
priate, may seek from the Governor an 
expression of his views and desires con-
cerning the proposed and subsequent 
similar projects. 

(f) All comments received from the 
public notice coordination should be 
considered in the public interest review 
process. Comments received from Fed-
eral or state agencies which are within 
the area of expertise of another agency 
will be communicated with that other 
agency if the district engineer needs 
the information to make a final deter-
mination on the proposed project. 

§ 337.2 State requirements. 

The procedures of this section should 
be followed in implementing state re-
quirements. 

(a) District engineers should cooper-
ate to the maximum extent practicable 
with state agencies to prevent viola-
tion of Federally approved state water 
quality standards and to achieve con-
sistency to the maximum degree prac-
ticable with an approved coastal zone 
management program. 

(b) If the state agency imposes condi-
tions or requirements which exceed 
those needed to meet the Federal 
standard, the district engineer should 
determine and consider the state’s ra-
tionale and provide to the state infor-
mation addressing why the alternative 
which represents the Federal standard 
is environmentally acceptable. The dis-
trict engineer will accommodate the 
state’s concerns to the extent prac-
ticable. However, if a state agency at-
tempts to impose conditions or con-
trols which, in the district engineers 
opinion, cannot reasonably be accom-
modated, the following procedures will 
be followed. 

(1) In situations where an agency re-
quires monitoring or testing, the dis-
trict engineer will strive to reach an 
agreement with the agency on a data 
acquisition program. The district engi-
neer will use the technical manual 
‘‘Management Strategy for Disposal of 
Dredged Material: Contaminant Test-
ing and Controls’’ or its appropriate 
updated version as a guide for devel-
oping the appropriate tests to be con-
ducted. If the agency insists on re-
quirements which, in the opinion of the 
district engineer, exceed those required 
in establishment of the Federal stand-
ard, the agency will be asked to fund 
the difference in cost. If the agency 
agrees to fund the difference in cost, 
the district engineer will comply with 
the request. If the agency does not fund 
the additional cost, the district engi-
neer will follow the guidance in para-
graph (b) (3) of this section. 

(2) When an agency requires special 
conditions or implementation of an al-
ternative which the Federal standard 
does not, district engineers will pro-
ceed as follows: In those cases where 
the project authorization requires a 
local sponsor to provide suitable dis-
posal areas, disposal areas must be 
made available by a sponsor before 
dredging proceeds. In other cases where 
there are no local sponsor require-
ments to provide disposal areas, the 
state or the prospective local sponsor 
will be advised that, unless the state or 
the sponsor provides suitable disposal 
areas, the added Federal cost of pro-
viding these disposal areas will affect 
the priority of performing dredging on 
that project. In either case, states will 
be made aware that additional costs to 
meet state standards or the require-
ments of the coastal zone management 
program which exceed those necessary 
in establishment of the Federal stand-
ard may cause the project to become 
economically unjustified. 

(3) If the state denies or notifies the 
district engineer of its intent to deny 
water quality certification or does not 
concur regarding coastal zone consist-
ency, the project dredging may be de-
ferred. A report pursuant to § 337.8 of 
this section will be forwarded to 
CECW-D, Office of the Chief of Engi-
neers, Washington, DC 20314–1000 for 
resolution. 
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